THE RHODE INOUESTS INQUIRY. 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 7 August 1882 ; -for, 



COPY “of Report by Mr. Richard Bourke, Inspector of the Local Government 
Board, of the Result of his Inquiry into the Circumstances connected with the 
Deaths of Two Children named Kavaitagh, whose Parents lived at Rhode, in 
the King's County, together with the Minutes of Evidence taken at the 
Inquiry.” 



REPORT by Mr. Richard Bourhe, Inspector of the Local Government Board, 
to the Under Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant. 

Liscloouvarna, Coimtv Clare, 

Sir, 29 July 188± 

I BEG leave to forward herewith notes of an inquiry held by me, in pursuance 
of insiructions to that effect from the Local Government Board, at Edenderry, on 
Monday, the 24th instant, into the circumstances connected with the death of 
two children named Kavanagli, whose parents lived at Rhode, in the King’s 
County, and I have at the same time to submit as directed, for the information 
of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant this my Report upon the subject, aud the 
conclusions at which I have arrived on the several matters in question. 

The inquiry was open, held in a large room in the Court House at Edenderry 
and was attended by Kavanagh, his %vife, and two friends, and by Mr. ]\I‘luerny, 
a barrister professionally retained on his behalf. Tliere were also present the 
resident magistrate of the district, the sub-inspector and some men of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, the medical officer, the relieving officer, and Mr. Kerr, with 
whom Kavanagh worked; several reporters also attended, whom 1 allowed to take 
notes on condition that their full reports should not appear until mine had been 
forwarded. 

It appears that Patrick Kavanagh was a farm labourer, working for Mr. David Karauajli’s Evi- 
Kerr, of Clonin, near Rhode, and occupying a house on the farm. In the month dence, p. 2. 
of March last demands were made by the labourers for changes in the farm, 2fls. 

management, and increase of wages, which being refused the men struck work. 

Those having houses were called upon to quit them, and Kavanagh having 
failed to comply, was, at the expiration of a month, summoned to Petty Sessions, 
where an order was issued requiring him to give up possession within seven 
days. In reply to a question from the Bench, Kavanagh stated his reason for 
over holding to be tiiat his family were suffering from measles, and upon that 
representation the employer gave an undertaking that if the fact was certified 
by the medical officer, aud the children reported as unfit for removal, the soo. 
ejectment should not be enforced. 

On the 18th April possession was demanded by Mr. Kerr’s steward, acting * 
under a special warrant, and the premises were at once surrendered, the only 
request made being for time to remove the furniture. Nothing was said as to 45. 

the children’s sickness, nor was any medical certificate produced. It appears, 
however, that at the time two of the children were still in measles, and others 
recovering fi-om them. It was these two who subsequently died. They were 
• twins, about 12 months old, and occupied the same cradle. The eviction took 
place about 12 o’clock in the day, but some hours were consumed in removing 
the furniture, and it was not till about 4 o’clock that the family moved away, 47. 
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the mother carrying ooe child, w!io was too weak to walk, and the twins being 
carried in the cradle by two of the otlier children, aged nine and seven respectively. 
During these four hours these infants remained on the, roadside, the day being, 
as it would seem, cold, but not wet. They all went to a neighbouring farmer’s, 
where permission had been given to occupy the barn, a thatched building with 
a dry earthen floor, but without any fire-place, and having an aperture In the 
wall in lieu of a window. 

In this the family resided from the I8tli April to the, beginning of July, and 
there the infants died, one on the 2!)th May, and the other on the 23rcl June. A 
week after their arrival an ofler of a but was made to Kavanagli by the Ladies’ 
Land League, and a site given for it on the farm of a man named Ennis. Chi 
the 24th April this hm to.gether witli others was brought from Edemlerry to 
Rhode, packed on a number of carts, and accompanied by a crowd of people. 
When the procession reached Mr. Kerr's gate, wliere it was alleged some of the 
huts were to be erected, it was stopped by the Constabulary, with an intima- 
tion that the erections would not be permitted. At the same time two persons 
in charge of the materials were arrested on sworn informations describing them 
as ringleaders of a mob, parading opp.dsite Mr. Kerr’s bouse for purposes of 
mtimidation. 

Kavanagh was one of the men with the carts, and he states that it was to the 
very site vvhere his Imt was subseqiievjtly erected and now stands, that he was 
taking the materials, and that it was' not intended to place it near Mr. Kerr’s 
house. The whole procession, howevp, having been stopped and the erection 
of the huts being interrupted, Kavanlagii returned to the barn, in which he 
continued to live with his family until (about the 5th July, when the hut having 
been in the meantime put up on the pte given by Mr. Ennis, he removed into 
it, and remains there to the present time. 

Such is an outline of the case, and the conclusion attempted to be drawn is 
that the infants fell victims to the ex!i) 0 sure consequent upon the eviction and 
the defective accommodation afforded jby the barn. But it does not appear to 
me that there is any clear evidence in support of this conclusion . Dr. Saunderaon 
who saw the children on the 24th M|urch, considered them then “ extremely 
delicate,” and badly developed for tneir time of life. He is of opinion that 
they tonk measles after that date, and jwhen two months later lie was called in 
to attend the first who died, he found him in the last stage of bronchitis. The 
same disease proved fatal to the second boy a month after his brother bad died. 
Dr. Saunderson had no means of judging whether, in point of fact, either of the 
children suffered from tiieir removal, or the defects in their accommodation 
afterwards, he not having seen them professionally until five or six weeks after 
the eviction. But it must be obvious to anyone that the circumstances could 
not have been otherwise than unfavourable ro the health of children as delicate 
as these appear to have been. It is one of the acknowledged evils of strikes 
that they often entail suffering on innocent parties, and the present case forms 
no exception to the rule. 

It is not alleged that either Kavanagh or his wife remonstrated with their 
employer against being forced to quit the premises at that particular time, or 
that it was suggested to Mr. Kerr that danger would attend th« children’s 
removal. No medical certificate was produced, nor does it appear to have 
been applied for, and though that may have arisen from misapprehension on 
Kavanagh’s part, the facts of the case appear to exonerate Mr. Kerr from any 
imputation of undue harshness. 

Jhe relieving officer who attended the eviction saw no necessity for affording 
provisional relief, and no application for shelter or assistance having been made, 
the case was not brought under the guardians’ notice until the second child 
was under treatment, and the father was for some time out of work. Then the 
family was supplied with whatever the medical officer thought necessary for 
the child, and outdoor relief was afforded for three or four weeks. 

It seems to be implied in some of the comments made on this case that the 
prohibition against the erection of the huts was in some way connected with 
the death of the children, but it should be remembered that the eviction had 
occurred six days previously. Whatever ill effects may have been caused by 
the exposure and removal' of the children had already been incurred, and 
would only have been augmented by a second change of residence, and the 

accommodation 
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accommodation provided in the hut would not seem to render it a much more 
suitable place for invalids than the barn. 

As to the propriety of the prohibition, it seems to me that the circumstances 
spoken to by Captain L’Estrange, Sub-Inspector Caulfield, and Constable 
Hyland, leave no doubt of the intended intimidation, and the informations sworn 
at the time (copies of which are annexed), together with the threatening letters 
received, hear witness to the same effect. ° ’ 

The only remaining point for consideration refers to the transactions connected 
with the abortive inquest. It appears that on the 3rd June, five days after the 
death of the first child, application was made to Sub-Inspector Caulfield for an 
inquest on the ground of “ suspicious circumstances ” connected with it. The 
sub-inspector having by due inquiry satisfied himself that the child’s death 
was the result of natural causes, took no steps for having an inquest, hut on 
the 13th June he received from the coroner a letter announcing his intention 
of holding an inquest on the following day “ unless he should hear from him 
before then.” Thereupon Mr. Caulfield telegraphed his reply assiguing reasons 
for tiiinking an inquest unnecessary, and took no steps for assembling a jury 
in obedience to the coroners jirecept. Notwithstanding the telegram, which was 
duly delivered, the coroner attended at Rhode on tlie 14th, but finding no 
jury, left it without holding the proposed inquest. “ 

Considering the terras ot the coroner’s communication and the reply sent by 
telegram, it appears to me that Mr. Caulfield had reasonable grounds for 
believing that no inquest would be held, and that under all the circumstances 
it was unnecessary to summon a jury. 

When the second child died no difficulty was interposed to an inquest, which 
was duly held. 

I return the file of papers transmitted to mo through the Local Government 
Board. 




Inijuest. 



358 . 

360 . 



And have, &c. 

„ (signed) R.Bourke, 

K. G. C. licimilton, Esq., Local Government Inspector. 

Umter Secretary. 
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Petty Sessions (Ireland) Act, 1851, 14 & 15 Viet. c. 93. 



(Form A a.) Information. 



The Queen by John Caulfield ----- Complamant 
Parties unknown - -- -- -- - Defendant. 

Petty Sessions District of Fahy, King’s County. 

The information of Sub-Inspector John Caulfield, Esq., Eoyal Irish Constabulary, of 

■ am Sub-Inspector in charge of Edeutlerry 

I liave information that it is proposed to 
neighbourhood of Rhode in this county, and 
;ted for the purpose of intimidating farmers 
iVthat nero-hbourhood from evicting labourers who attempt to Boycott them by refusing 
to labour, and also to force fanners to yield to tlio demands made upon them by the 
labourers’at the instigation of the said Ladies’ Land League.” 

And the said informant binds himself to attend when called on to prosecute the said 
information for the said offence, or otherwise to forfeit to the Crown the sum of 

(signed) John Caulfield, Informam. 

Taken before me, this 24th day of April in the Year Eighteen Hundred 
and Eighty-two, at Fahy, in the said County. 

(signed) C. VEstrnnge, R.M., 

Justice of said County. 



Edenderry, who saith on his oatii tuat, i 
ConstabulaiT district in the King’s County, 
erect some Ladies’ Land League huts m the 



Petty Sessions (Ireland) Act, 1851, 14 & 15 Viet. c. 93. 



(Form A b.) Deposition of a Witness. 



The Queen by d. Caulfield, Esq., R.i.e. - - - Coynylainant. 

Thomas O’Brien and Maurice O’Shaughnessy’ - Defendants. 

Petty Sessions District of Fahy, King’s County. 

The deposition of Head Constable Mackin, Royal Irish Constabulary, of Edenderry, 
taken in the presence and hearing of defendants, who stand charged that _ _ . 

The said deponent saith on his oath that the defendants Thomas O’Brien, of Leitrim, m 
the King’s County, and Maurice O’Shaughncsey, also of Leitrim, were the ringleaders or 
a large number of people with carts tins day carrying materials for Ladies’ Land League 
huts, which they brought from tire Edenderry Railway Station. They were arrested 
when parading opposite the house of Mr. David Kerr, of Clonin, who has had to _ eject 
some of his laboux-ers owing to their having refused to work for him. I believe this 
done to intimidate the workmen from Scotland now in his employ, and also their employeij 
Mr. David Kerr. 

Thomas O’Brien stated that the materials belonged to liim, and that he was “executing 
the decrees of Parliament.” '■ ., 

And the said deponent binds himself to attend when called upon to prosecute the aai 
defendants for the said offence, or otherwise to forfeit to the Crown the sum of 

(signed) John Macldn, Deponent. 

Taken before me, this 24th clay of April in the Year Eighteen Hmnkel 
and Eighty-two, at Fahy, in the said County. 

(signed) C. L'Bstrange, R-M., 

Justice of said County* 
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Shorthand Writer, — Wm. C. Jahnslon, 29, Brighton-aquare, Bathgar. 



LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD INQUIRY AT EDENDERRY. 



Re the Eviction of Patrick Kavanagh. — The Inquest Proceedings at Rhode, &c. ; 

24th Julj 1882. 

Richard Bourhe, Esq., Local Government Board Inspector, sat in the Courthouse, Edenderry, 
at 11 a.m., and opening an inquiry there said: — I have attended here by direction of the Lord 
hieutenant, to hold an inquiry in reference to the ciroumatanceB of which you are all tolerably 
l^iliar now, — the transaction at Rhode in reference to the unfortunate death of two children 
"tamaa named Kavanagh. My inquiry will not be upon oath, but simply one held under my 
•iwn directions, and for the purpose of forming my own judgment, to enable me to make my report 
the circumstances to Government. The Chief Secretary, in answer to a question from 
rir- Molloy, the Member for the County, stated in the House of Commons that he would order an 
those matters, and it is in compliance with, or in furtherance of, the promise so made 
I r has been directed by the Lord Lieutenant. My instructions are to examine and 

1 of such persons as may offer themselves for examination, and when I have con- 

c uaed the inouiry to report to his Excellency the result of the conclusions to which I may arrive, 
ureuant to that I attend here to-day, and it appears to me, new as I am to the subject, that the 
of procedure will be to examine Kavanagh, as a basis of information, then perhaps 
th ' others, as necessity may arise. The gentlemen present, who are more familiar with 

s case than I am, will tell me whether they think that course the best to follow. 

^o.cinerney, barrister-at-law, who (instructed by Messrs. M‘Gough and Fowler), 
II course suggested was evidently the proper and wise 
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MINUTES OP EVIDENCE TAKEN AT THE 



24 1882. 



Patrick Kavanagh ; Examined by Mr. Bourke 



1. "Where did you reside up to April last? 
— I was a farm servant of Mr, Kerr’s, and lived 
with him for five years before these trans- 
actions. 

2. Wiat is the name of Mr. Kei*r’s fwm? — 
Clonin. I had a cottage from him there. 

3. A difference arose between you and your 
employer, I think? — Yes, sir. 

4. When did that occur? — On the 6th March 
last. 

5. It was a demand on your- part for an in- 
crease of wages, was it not ? — Yes. 

6. And your demand was refused? — Yes, su\ 

7. Was there a demand then made upon you 
for possession of your house ? — Yes. 

8. You were required to give up your house ? 
Yes. 

9. At what date ; were you given a week or a 
month, or what notice were you given ? — Seven 
days from the court. 

10. But before you went to the court; when 
Mr. Kerr spoke to you first, what notice did he 
give you ? — I was about a month in the house, 
after leaving his employment, before he sum- 
moned me to give up possession. 

11. After a month he summoned you? — Yes, 
as near as I can guess. 

12. What rule did the bench make upon that 
summons? — They ordered me to give up pos- 
session in seven days. 

13. Well, what happened then; when the 
seven days had expired ? — When the seven days 
were given to me, myself and children were all 
sick in measles, and I said I did not think they 
would be fit to be removed in that time. 

14. ^And what did the bench say to that ? 

Mr. Kerr said that if they were, he would not 
ask to remove them, but that the doctor would be 
a judge of that. 

15. What oi-der did the magistrates make 
thereupon ; what did they say when you alleged 
that your family were in measles ? — Oh, seven 
days. 

16. But they had already directed that you 
should give up possession in seven days, you 
know ? — Yes, they had. 

E.M.] Did I not ask 
Mr. Kerr to give you time if your family were 
111?--! never heard anything about anyone askin? 
that I should get time. ^ 

18. Mr. Bourke.'] It was, however, in the court 

mat Mr. Kerr said he would give time ? 

Yes. 

Now, as a matter of fact, Kavanagh, what 
children of yours were in measles, or were any 
of them in measles then ?— I had six of them 
sir, •’ 

20. Altogether you had six in measles?— Yes* 

but some of them recovered before that. They 
did not all take ill together. ■ 

21. Had the doctor attended any of your familv 

at that time? — Yes, sir. ^ 

22. He had you say ? — Yes. 

That must have been in April, you know ? 

24. The 6th of March was the date of the dis- 
Mssal ; then you got a month before being 
brought to court, which brings us up to the 6th oi 



April ; do you remember the date of the doctors 
attendances ? — No, sir ; I used not to be tbera 
when the doctor came. 

25. But which of your children were ill yheii 
this took place in the courthouse?— The two little 
cues that died, sir. 

26. The twins ? — Yes, the twins. 

27. And were the others in course of recovery? 
— Yes; recovering a little. 

28. Getting a little better ? — Yes, ^ 

slowly. ' ' 

29. How many of them had theraeasles?- 
Six; all that escaped the measles was me, sir. 

^ 30. But there were only the twins sick at the 
time that this order was made for leaviiwffe 
house ?~Only the twins very bad, sir. 

31. AYell, what did you do then, Kavanagh; 
did you see if the doctor would certify as to those 
children being too ill to be removed with safety 
or anything of that kind; did you speak to Dr. 
Saundersou about the matter at all ? — I did not 
speak to him, but he visited them on Thursday 
widiout my asking him. 

32. On the Thursday after tlie proceedings in 
court? — On the Thursday before I was put out, 
1 thought after he had seen them ; there was no 
occasion for me to do or say more; but I was 
put out on the Tuesday following. 

33. Tuesday, the 18th April, was the date of 
the eviction, and you say Dr. Saunderson visited 
your cliildren on the previous Thursday ?— Yes, 
the Thursday before. 

34. That would be Thursday, the 13th April? 
—Yes. 

35. How many days after the conversation in 
the courthouse was that; three days, was it?— 
Yes, Sir. 

36. The magistrates met on the 10th, I believe? 
— Yes, on the Monday; then on the Thursday 
after Dr. Saunderson visited the children, and on 
Tuesday following I was put out. 

37. Had you any conversation with Dr. 
Saunderson that Thursday ? — No, sir. 

38. But you know he was in the house? — Yes, 
Sir ; my woman who is here, told me he was there 
that day visiting the children. 

39. "Were the twins in bed then? — I could 
say, sir ; I was not there. 

40. That was on Thursday the 13th ; now what 
happened upon Tuesda;^, the 18th; did anybody 
come to demand possession from you? — Yes. 

41. "VVho came? — Mr. Ken*, with four Scotch- 
men, some police, and the relieving officer. 

42. Mr. Kerr, your landlord, came himself-" 
Yes, and four Scotchmen with him. 

43. And police? — Yes, sir. _ 

44. Then what took place ; did Mr. Ken 

demand possession, or what ? — His steward came 
in and demanded possession from me. , 

45. "Who did ? — Duncan, Mr. Kerr’s 
demanded possession from me, and T said, ‘'Hoi 
on till I get what things are in the place out an 
I will go.” 

46. And you did so ? — Yes. ^ 

47. "What means did you take for the remo 
of your family then ? — I moved them all 

the side of the road, sir, and left them theret^ 
about 12 o’clock till 4 in the evening. I wentu^ 
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Patrick Kavanagh. 



[ Continued. 



to -Mrs. Macnamee, of Rhode, and asked her for 
the shelter of her barn, and she said it was a bad 
place to house a family, but if I could get no 
better I must have it. So after the family being 
on the roadside from 12 till 4, I moved them 
iato the old barn out of the cold. 

48. At what time did you get into Mrs. Mac- 
Bomee’s barn do you say? — About four in the 
evening, after the family had been out on the 
road from 12 o’clock. 

49. The children, I suppose, were able to walk 
there; those that had passed through the measles? 
—Some of them were not, and the two twins 
that died could not walk at all. 

50. Not the twins, but the other children ? — 
tVell, some of them. 

51. They all walked, as a matter of fact, I 
presume?— No, there were three of them that 
had to be carried. 

52. Carried by their mother, or by you ? — 
Yes. 

53. And the twins? — They were in a cradle. 

54. And was the cradle put upon a cart? — No. 

55. It had to be carried by hand ? — Yes, by 
hand. 

56. Who carried it? — I could not say. 

57. But they were moved in their cradle ? — 
They were. 

58'. We have had the bam described here (in 
official file of documents) ; it had no fire-place? 
—No ; no fire-place. 

59. And no window sashes ? — No ; no window. 

60. Only " an open ” ?— A big hole in the side 
of the wall, just. 

61. Are your family living there still? — No; 

I have got them removed out of that place. 

62. How long did they occupy the barn ? — All 
as well as three months. 

63. Then bow long have they been removed ; 
mly a short time? — A fortnight last Wednes- 
day. 

64. During that time, while living in tlie barn, 
were you at work ? — No, sir ; there were five or 
sii weeks that I worked none. 

6.5. And then who did you get work from ?— 
rrom Mr. Ennis, sir. 

66. _ Where are you living now?— I am living 
on ins land in a hut that the Ladies’ Land 
l^e^e put up for me. 

67. Where ereeted, did you say?— It is in 

a’ Ennis’ lands. 

T .1 ^ more comfortable 

fio I ; a good deal. 

09. Have you more than one room in the 
window* kitchen, and two fine glass 

there a fire-place in the room as 
^011 as in the kite’ - - - - 

the one fire-place. 

71. Which is in 



in the kitchen? — No, sir, there is only 
:firA.T,iaoe. 

Yes ^ kitchen, I presume? — 

twipn ® plaster partition be- 

room and kitchen?— No; it is aU of 

M ‘•‘“S >“ of ™d?— Tea. 

between the kltcben end the 

whole ^ ^0 room? — The 

“ifMr, nr. is 20 feet in length by 12 

had anything taken place between 



you and anybody else as to the occupation of a 
hut ? — Yes, Sir. 

77. Tell us eiactly what it was ?— The night 
we were bringing the huts from Edenderry to 
put up, we were slopped on the road with tliem, 
and two men there were airested and bromrht 
to iuUamore Gaol for bringing down the ma- 
tenals, 

^ 78. But was there any communication between 

you and anybody as to your having possession or 
occupation of a hut previously ?— 1 was promised 
a hut,, and it was sent down for a shelter to me, 
but the men who brought it would not be allowed 
to put it up. 

79. First, I want to find out when you were 
promised a hut? — In a week after I was put 
out. 

80. When you were living in the barn?— 
Yes. 

81. And^whowas it made you that promise? 
— The Ladles’ Land League. 

82. The agent of ihe Ladies’ Land Leacfue ? 

— Yes. ° 

83. And you accepted the offer? — Yes. 

84. Then an attempt was made to put that 
hut up for your use ; is that so ? — Yes. 

85. And when was it that they attempted to 
put up the hut ; how soon after the ofier was 
made ?— Oh, in a few days the carpenters come 
dow’n to put it up ; they came from Leitrim 
where they had put up huts. 

86. How near the barn, you were in, is it; 
in an adjoining townland, or where ?— About a 
quarter of a mile off sir; that is where it now 
stands. 

87. Do you know where they were going to 
put the hut wlien, you say, the police interferred 
and stopped them? — I do well ; the very place 
on which it stands at present. When I got the 
offer of a hut, I went and asked Mr. Ennis to 
allow me to erect it on his lands, and he said he 
had no objection to give me a place for it on any 
part of his farm. 

88. When you got the offer from the agent of 
the Ladies’ Land League, you went to Mr. Ennis? 

— Yes, direct. 

89. And he told you he had no objection to 
your putting it up there ? — Yes. 

90. Then was there an attempt to put up that 
hut, that you saw? — Yes, the carpenters came 
down after putting up one in Leiti’im. 

91. Y’ou don’t Know anything about Leitrim ; 
but did you see anyone trying, or offering, to 
put up a hut on Mr. Ennis’ land, after you got 
the permission from him ? — No, sir. 

92. At all events, you know the hut was not 
put up then ? — No. 

93. And you continued in the ham ? — Yes. 

94. Then you say you removed to the hut a 
fortnight ago ? — Yes. 

95. And that the hut is on Mr. Ennis’ land at 
Coolcor? — Yos, on the very land I asked from 
him at first ; the very place. 

96. You did not ask any particular place at 
first, as I understood you, but merely would he 
allow the thing to be put up on his land ?— Quite 
so ; I asked no particular place at first. 

97. After you got into the hut, did the doctor 
visit the children ? — No, sir, only one day he 
came down with Mr. Bourke; I mink yourself, 
sir, to see the hut. 

A 4 98. But 
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Patrick Kavanagh. 



98. But the doctor did not visit them there on 
any other occasion? — No, sir, he never visited 
them in the hut. 

99. "When they were in the bam, though, he 
did?— Oh, he visited them regularly in the 
barn. 

100. And one of your children died on the 
29th May, and the other on the 23rd June ? — 
Yes. 

101. When were you put upon out-door relief, 
Kavanagh ?— After the tirst child died. 

102 . Not till then? — No, sir. 

103. Five shillings a week is what you got, I 
think ? — I got half-a-crown first. 

104. For the broken part of a week, and then 
5 s. a-week afterwards ? — Y’es 5 for two weeks. 

105. Are you still on out-door relief? — No, 
sir. 

106. Did you get it for the full four weeks ? 
— Yes, halt-.a-crown for two weeks, and 5 s. for 
two weeks more. 



107. And did the relieving officer give 
children what they wanted in the way of nouthh- 
ment or stimulants? — Yes, air. 

108. Whatever the doctor ordered, I suppose? 
— Yes. 

109. You have not returned to work at Mr 
Kerr’s, have you ? — No, I am working for ib' 
Ennis, from whom I got a place for the hut. 

110. Did all Mr. ICerr’s labourers strike in 
March ? — They did. 

111. And are they all on strike still?— Jfo 

sir, they have gone back since. ' 

112. And are you the only one that hasre- 
mained out? — No, there are a couple more, ar. 

■ 1 1 3. What sort of a day was it that you were 
turned out on ? — A cold, harsh day. 

114. Was it wet? — No, sir. 

115. That is the 18th of Api'il, you know?— 
Yes; it was cold, but not wet. 



Mrs. Bridget Kavanagh; Examined by Mr. Baurke. 



116. Is there anything you would like to say, 
Mrs. Kavanagh, because if there is, I will hear 
you, and take a note of it ? — .N 0, sir, only that it 
was the severe cold, of the remove, after measles, 
that my little children died. 

117. That is what you believed; that they 
caught cold from the removal? — Yes, your 
honour. 

IIS. How old were the twins? — They were 
just .a year old ; very nigh a year old. 

119. Were they both hoys? — Yes, boys. 

120. And diey had had the measles ? — Yes. 

121. Were they in the measles at the time you 
left your house? — 'fhey were just a couple of 
days out of them. I could not say they were 
rightly out of them, nor three more of the 
children as well. 

122. At the time of the eviction? — Well, the 
measles were gone that I could not see them just 
two or three days before. 

123. They were all out of them then. How 
many children were just out of the lueasles ?— 
There were sLx of them had measles altogether. 

124. But there were three well ; isn’t that so? 
— They were on their feet only ; not very well ; 
just staggering about. 

125. And what was the case with the others ? 

— The same 

126. They were all just struggling out of the 
measles? — Yes. 

127. And your opinion is that in the case of 
the twins they caught cold? — Yes, a relapse of 
the measles, I think, was on them. 

128. They were both in the one cradle, were 
they not? — Yes. 

129. Were they dressed? — Yes. 

130. And had they blankets and bed clothing ? 
— Well, as well as I could have them. 

131. You covered them as well as you could, 
of course, to protect them from the cold ? — Yes. 

132. And who carried them to the barn ? — I 
had three not able to walk, and 1 carried one 
myself, and the other children carried the twins, 
staggering along scarcely able to walk. 

133. How old were they ? — One is seven years 
old, and another, I think, he is nine. 



134. And they had botli had the measles 
themselves ? — They had. The two little boys 
were the last to take ill out of seven, and tie 
others were only staggering on their feet along 
the road. 

135. That was the 18th of April ; how soon 
after did Dr. Sauuderson see them ? — See tie 



babies ? 

136. Yes, the twin boys? — Dr. Sauaderson 
saw the first little boy on the Sunday, and on 
Monday morning he died. 

137. Let me understand you, did Dr. Saunde;* 

son not see the child until the day before be 
died? — Before he died 

138. Yes ? — On the day before he died hesaw 
him. 

139. He died on the 29th of May, youtoow; 
that is the day the first child died ? — I think it 
was, but I was greatly annoyed and put about, 
and I did not bring the dates to mind. 

140. But I believe there is no mistake about 
the date, the 29th of May; and do you say tin: 
Dr. Sauuderson only sawthe child on the Sunday 
before ? — I think it was the Sunday. The bov 
died on Monday raoiming about five o’clock, and 
the doctor said he did not think the child would 
get out of it. He was very dull. 

141. But did the doctor not visit the boy Q 

the barn before ? — Oh, yes. . . , 

142. Then why did you say he only visiW 
him on the day before he died? — Oh, b' 
visited him three or four times before thatj bu: 
that was the last time he saw him. 

143. He had, in point of fact, visited the ^ 

previously during the time you were m 
bam? — Yes. ,. 

144. From time to time? — Yes, andg^^ve iuo 

all the remedies. ^ 

145. And instructed the relieving - 
give him what he wanted in the way oi dk 



■wine and things ? — Yes. 

146. And he visited him for the last time 



the Sunday before he died? — Yes. j for 

147. Then the other little fellow jj- 
three weeks, or rather more, after • 



Rather more. 



148. 
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148. Aucl did tlie doctor go on attending Ijiiii ? 
—He (lid, your honour. 

149. How, is there anything else, Mrs. 
Kavanagli, that you would filce to let me know 
about?— No, nothing else, sir. 

150. You were not very comfortable, I suit- 
pose, in the barn?— No. 

^ 151. How did you manage to cook your food 
there?— I just used to put a little pot on the 
fire. 

152. But there was no chimney, as I under- 
stand ? — No, Sir, and sometimes we were nearly 
smothered with smoke. I had frequently to go 



to the door, but it was very cold when we opened 

153. You had your beds that you brought out 
of your former house, had you not, for yourself 
and the children ?— Yes, Sir, as well as 'l could 
have them. 

154. Are you more comfortable in the hut 
where you are now ? — I am, a great deal. 

155. If there Is nothing else you want to say, 
there is nothing I have to ask you ; but as I said 
before, I will hear anything you wish to state ? 
— There is nothing else I have to say. Sir. 



Dr. Saunderson ; Examined by Mr. Rourke. 



156. You are medical officer of the Rhode 
Dispensary ? — Yes. 

157. And where do you reside ? — In Rhode. 

158. How far from Mr. Kerr’s place, where 
the Kavanaghs used to live? — I should say some- 
thing about half a mile, or less. 

159. Have you any notes from your books 
that will enable you to say when you attended 
these children ; what time you were first called 
in to sec the Kavanagh family ? — Yes. On tlie 
24th March I got a visiting ticket to attend 
John Kavanagh aged, 14. 

160. And what did you find him suffering 
from? — Measles; in about the last stage of 
measles of a very mild type. I may say tliat 
measles were very epidemic at that time. 

161. Then when did you visit the family next, 
doctor ?— Well, I was passing either the day or 
the second day after, and I casually called in, 
and saw they were all pretty well. Tlie boy I 
then attended was running about a tveck after- 
wards. I have no entry of the second visit ; I 
was just yiassing, and looked in. 

162. "iou have only a record of seeing them 
once when you attended on the red ticket ? — 
Yes; tlie 24th of March. 

163. Y*ou paid no visits subsequently? — No: 
no special visit ; but passing the place, I ran in 
to see the children. 

164. When did you see any others of the 
family suftering from measles or any other 
disease?— I got two dispensary tickets, but I 
have not the dates of these. 

165. However, subsequently to the 24th 
March, you had two dispensary' tickets ; when 
did you next visit the family ?— On the 26th 
May, for Edward Kavanagh, I got a red 
ticket. 



fti6. And you attended in pursuance of that? 
— xes. 



• ^**2' what did you find the child suffer- 
from? — From a very bad form of bron- 
chitis. 



168. Is this one of the twins? — Yes, aged 
one year, Edward Kavanagh. 

169. That was when they were in the barn? — 



170. \ ou bad not visited the twins previously 
w then removal from their house? — No; but I 
house while I was visiting 
O n Kavanagh, and I believe they had measles 
at that tune. 



t that time. 

®^t you made no professional examina- 
341 prescribed nothing profes- 
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sioaally for them?— No; it was for John I 
prescribed. 

172. However, you believe that at that time, 
or at some subsequent period, these twins hacl 
measles? — Yes, I believe that; it is very un- 
usual to have only one case of measles in a 
family. 

173. But you have no absolute knowledge, 
from having prescribed for them, that they had 
the measles whilst they were living in their own 
house ? — No ; no absolute knowledge. 

174. You believe though that measles, once 
introduced, run through an entire family ? — 

175. And the first time that your attendance 
was specially given to one of the twins was on the 
26th May, to Edward Kavanagh? — Yes. 

176. Y’ou then attended him iu this bam? — 
Y^es. 

177. Will you describe the condition in which 
you found that boy Edward Kavanagh, then, 
medically ? — He was suffering from a very bad 
form of bronchitis. In fact, the child was sink- 
ing fast. 

178. Is bronchitis usually sequential to 
measles ? — Yes ; it frequently accompanies, and 
genorallv follows measles. 

179. Well, then, the next of those twins, who 
died on the 23rd June, what record have you of 
your attendance upon him? — I got a visiting 
ticket on the 13th June to attend Joseph 
Kavanagh; that is the second twin. 

180. In what condition did you find Joseph 
Kavanagh then? — I found him suffering from 
bronchitis. I may add, that when I ^ saw the 
other twin I also saw Joseph ;’ and, in tact, pre- 
scribed for both together. 

181. Was Josepli suffering from bronchitis at 
the time you attended Edward? — Yes; but not 
in so bad a form. 

182. But there were symptoms of bronchial 
affection ? — Yes. 

183. Have you any record of the number of 
visits that you paid to Joseph? — Yes; I visited 
both from time to lime, frequently. 

184. Up to the time of their deaths respec- 
tively ? — xes ; until they died. 

185. And gave them such medical comforts as 
you thought they required ? — Yes, all I possibly 
could. 

186. Have you any knowledge of the condition 
in which these two boys were previously to their 
leavino- their own house, at Mr. Kerr’s ? — Yes, 
I had. 

B 187. How 
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187. HdW did you acquire that information ? — 
When I was visiting John Kavanagh I saw those 
other two children dso, and tl)cy api^eaved very, 
very delicate children; extremely delicate. 

188. But did you look at them professionally? 
— No, merely in a casual way. Mrs. Kavanagh 
said they were ailing, and I was under the im- 
pression that they were getting the measles, or 
even going through it. But there was no rash, 
or eruption of measles then visible. 

189. But you believe, as a matter of fact, that 
they did get the measles afterwards? — Yes, that 
they went tlirough them with the I'est of the 
family. 

190. Now, I suppose under ordinary circum- 
stances, exposure to air might be injurious to 
children suffering from recovery of measles, who 
were of that delicate constitution? — Certainly, 
sir. Exj)0sure to cold and wet, would be se- 
riously injunous. 

191. Have you any means of informing me 
whether you had reason to believe that these 
children were injuriously affected by exposure, 
when being removed from the house to tlie barn ? 
— I could only base my conclusion on Kavauagh’s 
statement.^, and if tliey ^vel•e exposed on the road- 
side for four hours, on a cold day, it must have 
been injurious. 

192. But you cannot from your own know- 
ledge say whether they did really suffer?— No ; 
for 1 did not see them till the 26th May, and 
they left the house on the 18th April before. 

193. Do you consider that that barn was a 
place in which you could satisfactorily treat sick 
children? — Well, I considered, and I said, so at 
the time, that if they had a window in the 
])lace it would be almost as good as many houses : 
the_ great majority in which I attend such 
patients in. 

194. There was an open in the wall only no 

window? — Yes. ’ 



195. Did the place run up to the roof ?— Yes 

and a very liigh roof too. ’ 

196. There was no loft over head?— No. 

197. And was the bam slated or thatched?— 
Thatched ; very well thatched. 

198. Was the floor earthen or boarded over ^ 
— Oh! earthen only, hut dry, 

199. A dry earthern floor? — Yes. 

200. And what was the size of the open that 
served as a wiudow ?— About 3^ feet, I think. 

201. And was there any shutter toit?'— No- 
they had a sack nailed on the outside of the 
wall. 



202. But there was no .wooden bar, or anv- 
thiijg of that kind to protect them ?— No. ^ 



203. And no hre-place ? — No. 

204- Where were t]ie ohilm en when you 
them on the 26th?— In a little square coUnthI 
ground, very close to the fire. 

2U5. Were they pi'otected ?— I think so. She 
took them up separately for me to examine at 
the light of the door. 

206. And did you examini; them with the 
stethoscope? — Yes; very carefully. 

_207. And found that the bronchial tubes were 
affected? — Yes; the child I went to specially on 
tlie 26tli, was sinkiug, and died on the 29th 
three days after. - ’ 

208. And Joseph did not die until the 23rd 
of June? — No; he died on the 23rd June. 



209. Have you had occasion to visit the 
family in their present quarters ; have you been 
called in? — No, sir-. 

210. Is there auytliing you would like to 
state about this case now? — Yes; about the 
relief given. Wheu the first child died, Mrs. 
Kavanagh complained that her husband had 
only 7 s. coming to hhn that week, having been 
two days from work. 

211. Seven shillings wages? — Yes. 

212. Was he then working for Ennis?— Yes; 
and I considered that was not sufficient to nourish 
the cliildrcn. So I, on the 4tli June, brought 
the relieving officer down to this place, where 
they were living, and I ordered some milk and 
wine, which they continued to get until the death 
of the second child. 

213. That was after the death of the first?— 
Yes, and owing to the fact of the father having 
lost two days’ work burying his child. I may also 
state that the children were so delicate, that up 
to the time of their death, they had not even cuta 
single tooth, though over a year- old. The mother 
attended the childi-en very well indeed. 

214. Captain Estran^e-~\ I believe you are 
the sanitary medical officer of this district as 
well?— Yes. 

214*. And you made no report about the bain 
being unsuitable for habitation ? — No. I think 
if there had been a window and a chimney it 
would be quite a big house. 

215. Mr. Boxcrke7\ But these are large “ifs,” 
you know. 

216. Captain L'’Estra>ige.'\ But you did not 
report the place as being unfit for human habi- 
tation ? — No, and even the sub-sanitary officer, 
Mr. Gavin, did not think it unfit for habitation, 
and he was there too. 

217. And you say there are a good many 
houses much worse that you visit ? — Yes, there 
are. 



Patrick Gatin ; Examined by Mr. Bourke. 



218. Yon are the relieving officer for 
electoral division ?— For Edenderry divieioi 

219. And does that include Rhode ? Yes 

there are 21 suh-divisions included in it 

. But you are relieving officer for the 
Sion m which Rhode is ?— Yes. 

221. And you know the Kavanaghs ? Y 

of eviction in 

nase ? — I did. 

223. Can you give me the date of that i 



by any memorandum ? — I attended on the 18th 
April, and a fortnight before was the notice I go* 
from Mr. Kerr. 

224. Y"ou attenderl, at all events, in pui-suance 
of a notice from Mr. Kerr on tlie 18th April ?— 
Yes. 

225. Will you state what took place there; 

Mr. Kerr, or some one of the family, came with 
police, didn’t they ?• — Yes. I saw Mr. Kerr® 

men removing the things' out of Kavanaghs 

house, 
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bouse, anti I stood there until the things were 
out then—I was on my way going to the County 
Meatli. I went on. I remained there about an 
hour, and when Kavanagh was out he asked me 
for notliing, so I had no power to give anything ; 
but if he had asked for anything to remove his 
family to a lodging or any place else, I could have 
done so. 

226. Butyounre aware that bytlie EvictionAct 
your duty is to provide the parties evicted with 
lodging or out-door relief slionld you consider the 
same necessary ; are you aware of that? — On 
application being made to me. 

227. There is no such thing stipulated by the 
Act; you are aware that you are bound to pro- 
vide them witli shelter and with relief if tiiey 
require it? — You mean to offer it? 

228. You are bound to provide it if you think 
thev require it ? — I believed that if they were in 
need there would be an application, and then and 
there I could give it, according to my discretion 
and power. 

229. Did you know where the Kavanaghs were 
going? — No, Sir. 

230. Did you inquire whether they had any 
shelter laid out for themselves? — No, I made no 
inquiries. 

231 . Did you wait to see where they would be 
taken in or received, or where they would lodge 
that niglit ? — No, Sir, I did not wait. 

232.1Iad you any conversation with Kavan- 
agli, or his wife, that day ? — Yes, I had. 

233. Did you ask them where tliey were going 
to lodge, as they could not lodge any longer in 
that house? — No, Sir, I did not. 

234. What was your reason for not asking 
them?— Well, for the past 25 or 26 years I am 
attending eviction cases, and I never asked any 
questions of the kind, and never offered reli^ 
until asked for it. If they asked me I got them 
a car, or whatever was necessary for tlie removal, 
but not otherwise. 

235. And that is the reason you give for not 
having asked them where they were goino- to ; I 
am not asking to find fault with you, but “to dis- 
cover hon- the facts are ; and, as a matter of fact, 
you never asked them ? — No. 



-36. Amd you did not know where they were 
going.'' — No, Sir, I was not sure. 

237. Had you any notion ; did anything ever 
tate place which led you to believe that they 
were^going to such-and-such a place ?— I was led 
to heueve, not at that present moment ; but I 
ward that he had a place to go to, a place he had 



this 18th of Api-il ?- 



to Iv that he had a place 

to wheh ke kkely to go , k tl,at it, or if not. 

Slafe to “‘1 ‘hat she had her father’s 

her '^0 j respectable people belonging to 
24n tet ^ house. ^ ^ 

would' ’^®» 80n had you to believe that she 
svmnath- father s ?— I was well inclined to 

Sav 1^?- ^ there 

I was led to be- 

241 "R place to go to. 

iow vmi w ^ know, if you will tell me, 

34, P ell you, her father, or her brothers. 



or her sisters, or any of the meinhers of her 
laraily — No answer. 

242. Do you mean to say that you thought 
when she bad well-to-do relations, people in a 
respectable way, that they would be sure to take 
her m ?— I believed she would be taken in by her 
lather. 



243. It was merely your own impression ; vou 
were not led to believe it, but it was your own 
impression that the family would be taken in or 
provided for in some way by Mrs. Kavanaerh’s 
people?— Well, as I have remaiked, for the last 
25 years I never gave relief in such a ca.se until 
I was asked for it. 

244. Never mind that for the present; you 
believed she would he taken in bv her own 
family ? — I firmly believed it. 

245. And when did you first hear that they 
were in the barn ; was it shortly after the evic- 
tion, or can you remember when you heard it?— 
I was speaking to liim in the barn. 

246. But when did you first hear that the 
Kavanagh family had gone into the barn?— 
Oh, immediately after that; the next clay, I 
believe. 

247. A day or so after the eviction you heard 
that they had gone into Mrs. Maonamee’s barn, 
did you ? — I was hi it on the 1st June with Dr. 
Saunderson. 

248. I want to know when it was that vou first 
found out that they went into Macnamee’s 
barn ? — I lieard that they were in it ; but I can- 
not say how long it was after the eviction. 

.249. Then you found that they had not been 
talcen into her own people’s house, and that you 
were wrong in the idea that they would take them 
in? — Yes, Sir. 

250. Did you visit them in the bam ? — I did. 

251. When Dr. Saunderson sent for you? — 
Yes. 



252. But not before? — No, not before. 

253. Wlien Dr. Saunderson sent for you, then 
you visited them in the barn? — Yes, and gave 
relief according to Dx*. Saunderson’s order.- 

254. Had you put them on out-door relief 
befoi’e that? — Before that; no, Sir. 

255. Not till Dr. Saunderson sent for you? — 
I was not sent for ; I was in Rhode, and the 
doctor told me he was going down to see Kavan- 
agh’s children, and asked me to go with him. 

256. But you did not put them on out-door 
relief until then? — No. But if there was any 
application made to me on that day of the evic- 
tion from them until he set to work again, he 
might have had relief, but I never was applied 
to by anyone for it. No application was ever 
made to me. 

257. Then because there was no application 
made for relief, you did not exercise your powers 
as a relieving officer to give provisional relief in 
cases of eviction ? — That is so. I believed if 
there had been distress there would have been 
an application. 

258. What sort of a day was the 18th of April, 
when they were evicted? — They were evicted 
about 12 o’clock, and at that horn- it was a fine 
day. 

259. And did it come to be a bad day after- 
wards ? — I don’t know, because I was travelling 
fl.l1 the day afterwards. 

260. Surely you must know whether it was a 

B 2 fine 
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fine day or a bad day? — I am sure it was a fine 
day at that hour. Sir, 12 o’clock. 

261. And can you only speak as to that hour ? 
— I don’t exactly remember, but I believe it was 
a fine day, for I was ti’avelling the whole day. 

262. iou surely must be able to say whether 
it was a fine day or not after 12 o’clock, when 
you can speak .so positively to that particular 
hour? — It was a fine day at that hour. 

263. And that is all you can say? — Yes. 

264. Captain L'Estrange, R.M.] He asked 
Kavanagh to get a medical certificate to enable 
him against having his children removed, and 
Kavanagh refused to do so. {Ho Witness.') Is that 
not so ? — I was speaking to Kavanagh in Mrs. 
Macnamee’s on that morning, before the eviction 
took place at ail. I just called in to see whether 
the sheriff had gone down, believing that the 
sheriff' would be engaged in it ; and some one was 
saying in Macnamee’s that some of Kavau^h’s 
children were sick. When they heard where I 
was going, I was told that, and I then said that 
if any of the children were sick, if he went up to 
the doctor and got a certificate saying that the 
children were sick, it would stay the eviction, as 
I was sure Mr. Kerr would not press it at that 
time. He made some evasive answer, and took 
no trouble about it. 

265. Mr. Bourhe."] What do you mean by an 



evasive answer; can you remember what he said 
to you ? — He just made some evasive answer. 

266. Never mind the evasive answer ; do you 
remember what he said to you? — It is what I 
said myself, I am after stating. 

267. I know; but do you remember what 
answer he made you ? — I believe he said that he 
would not. 

268. Captain L' Estrange, u.M.J Did he sav 
“ to Hell with it ? ” 

269. Patrick Kavanagh.) I did not, and he 
made no such statement to me. I did not see him 
that day at all at Mrs. Macnainee’s. 

270. Mr. Bourhe.) Kavanagh says he did not 
see you that morning at all at Mrs. Maonamee’s? 
— Well to show who is telling the truth, I have 
witness. Mrs. Macnamee called him out of the 
kilchen. I was telling Mrs. Macnamee when 
she spoke about the children being sick, that if 
he went out and got a certificate from the doctor 
that it would stay the eviction, and I was sure it 
would. With that she called out, “ Pat, come 
here, do you hear what Mr. Gavin is after say- 
ing,” and I went over it again, and explained the 
thing for him. With a feeling of sympathy, I 
said if he went to the doctor he would get a cer- 
tificate, and the eviction would not take place 
then at all events. 



Patrick Kavanagh, re-called ; and Examined by Mr. Bourke. 



271. Kavanagh, do you remember that 
having taken place ?— -No, Sir. 

272. Were you at Mrs. Macnaraee’s that 
mornbg at all? — Not that morning, but I was 
on the morning before that. 

273. Did you see Mr. Gavin* the morning 
before? — Yes. 

274. Then this conversation may have taken 
place the morning before ? — It might. He came 
on Monday, and the eviction was not until the 
Tuesday. 



275. And the conversation which he says took 
place between him and Mrs. Macnamee might 
have taken place between them the day pre- 
viously? — It might. 

276. Had you been arranging the morniag 
before about putting the family into the barn?— 
No, Sir ; not until the children were out on the 
road did I ask the barn. 

277. Not until after the eviction ? — No, some 
time after it. 



Captain C. L’Estrange, r.m. (Tullamore) ; Examined by Mr. Bourke. 



278. You are the Resident Magistrate of the 
district? — Yea, Sir. 

279. When did the question of huts or no huts 

first come before you ; I mean in this case?— The 
24th was the day they came down, but a day or 
two before I knew what was going to happen. 
The sub-inspector reported to me that the ladies 
were going to bring some huts down to this 
place, and asked whether they were to be allowed 
to be put up or not. I went over on the Mon- 
day to Petty Sessions at Fahy, which is close to 
Rhode, and I heard that the huts had come 
down. There are some old maids in Rhode, the 
Ladies’ Laud League, they call themselves, but 
they have caused much trouble and annoyance ; 
however, I heard they had gone down, and I sent 
for all the police I could get with the view of 
preventing any illegal action and of preserving the 
peace. I took two informations ; one from the 
sub-inspector, and the other from a constable 
{copies of informations handed in), and from the 
informations I received I believed the huts were 
brought down for the purpose of intimidating 
Mr. Kerr. ® 



280. Where were the huts at this time; attlie 
station here (Edenderry) ? — No, I remained at 
Fahy until they came on. 

281. They came on in carts, I iR'esume?— 
Yes, in 24 carts. 

282. Twenty-four carts came with the matenaU 

for these huts ? — Yes ; and some of the ladies on 
the_top of ihe materials. I followed them till thej 
ot exactly opposite Mr. Kerr’s gate, and I then 
altod them to take the names of the owners of 
the carts. I found that some had no ua®® 
painted on them, and the owners of these were 
summoned afterwards and fined. I also toma 
some children under age driving, and in these 
cases also fines were imposed. There was a 
young man named O’Brien taking a very promr* 
nent part ; he told me, in fact, that all the things 
were his private property, and that 
going to put up these huts, the place select 
being right opposite Mr. Kerr’s gate. , 

283. On the other side of the road ? — Yes. 

told them I would not allow the huts to be p“ 
up there. If they had gone elsewhere, “ ^ 

had gone where the hut is now, I would not 
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interfered. I believed this pai-ticular site had 
ieen selected to intimidate Mr. dCerr and liis 
workmen. If these ladies really wished to save 
the lives of these children instead of sending 
down huts and erecting them, for an expenditure 
of a few shillings they might have put a window 
aod chimney into the bai*n, and made the place 

comfortable. 

284. That is a matter of opinion ; but will you 
tell me again the date when these huts came 
Jorvn ?— The 24th April. 

285. Then it was after the eviction? — Yes, 
they were evicted on the 18th, and the huts came 
on the 24th. 

286. That is, six days after the eviction these 
huts came down? — Yes. 

287. The exposure of the children had taken 
place then? — Yes, for these six days. 

288. And the Kavanaghs had then been six 
days in Macnaxoee’s barn ? — Quite so ; and for a 
very few shillings they could have got lodgings 



If they wanted them, but the fact is they would 
rather pose as martyrs. 

289. _ Would you, for the sake of my own in- 
formation, tell me the course of events then, 
when you refused to allow the huts to he erected 
on tlic 24th_ April opposite Mr. Kerr’s gate, when 
the other .^ite became available, and when the 
huts were, in fact, erected?— I told the police I 
would not interfere with their putting them up 
on any people’s land, or any place in the neigh- 
bourhood, save that particular place opposite Mr. 
Kerr’s gate. 

290. I don’t think I have got the date; can 
you tell me when the huts were put up onEimis’ 
land ? — Ko, Sir ; from what I have seen of the 
Land League huts, I must say I would prefer the 
bam to any of them. 

291. But you cannot tell when the huts were 
erected ? — No, but Kavanagh said he went into 
possession of his hut a fortnight last Wednesday, 
and the constable here says it was erected three 
weeks after the last child died. 



Mr. David Kerr; Examined by Mr. Bourke. 



292. You own these lands of Clouin ? — I am 
tenant of them. 

293. And you had a disagreement with your 
labourers, as we have heard? — Yes, we had a 
disagreement. They wished me to dismiss my 
steward, and also to make some alterations as 
regards the regulation of my horses, and they 
further wanted an increase of wages ; in fact, 
thej* wanted to re-niodel the whole establishment. 
This I did not agree to. 

294. Was your steward a Scotchman? — Yes. 

295. And you had your own way of treating 
your horses?— Yes. 

296. While they wished another mode adopted ? 
—Quite so. 

297. How was their communication made to 
you, verbally ot in writing?- — There was some 
talk with my steward, and he I'epeated it to me, 
and I told him what to do then. They did not 
appear next mominw at work, however. That is 
the first information I had of the strike. I had 
communications with them afterwards, though. 

298. And you found that they w’cre not dis- 
jiosed to yield to youi' terms ? — Yes. 

299. Kavanagh held a house on the fann?— 
les. 



300. For which he paid rent? — Yes. 

301. Or an allowance in his wages ? — Yes. 

302. Then what proceedings did you take ; did 

lipoR him to give the house up if he 
work for you upon your own terms ? 

‘Considerable time ; after three weeks I 

ao 9 them to ^ve up the houses. 

303. Then were there more people than the 
AavanagVs resident on the farm ?— Yes, four or 

ve and I told them that I should take pro- 
against them, which I did. 
tv o' ®““moned them at petty sessions under 
tje Small Holdings Act ?— Yes. They had held 
tn'w then for, I dare say, amonth from the 
ma employment, and I asked the 

me a decree for possession in 
f., oi'test time, and they decreed possession 
lor me in seven days. 

05, Was it pleaded in court that the Kavan- 
341. 



agh family were ill? — Yes; each case was tried 
independently, and the men were asked what 
they had to say. Kavanagh said that his family 
had measles, and one of the magistrates turned 
to me and said, “ what do you say, Mr. Kerr, to 
that.” I immediately replied that if they pro- 
duced a medical certificate to that effect, I would 
not remove them. 

306. A medical certificate to what effect ?—' 
That the children were not fit to be removed, and 
that I would not Jisk to remove them. 

307. You would not seek to take up posses- 
sion until they were well ? — No ; not until they 
wei'e well. 

308. Patrick Kaoanagh.l There was notliing 
about my getting a doctor’s certificate, but he 
said, when I mentioned that my children were 
not fit to be removed in seven days, that the 
doctor would be able to tell that. There was 
nothing said about a certificate. 

309. Mr. Bourke.] He says, not that he desired 
you to get a certificate, but that if he was 
informed through the medium of a certificate that 
tire children were ill he would not enforce the 
eviction then? — Oh; that is different; I thought 
he said he told me to get a certificate. 

310. Mv. David Kerr.] No; I addressed the 
magistrates. 

311. Mr. Bourke (To Mr. Kerr).] Were you 
present on the 18th April when possession was 
given ? — I was. 

312. Was any statement made to you then by- 
Mrs. ICavanaghj or by Kavanagh, with reference 
to the children? — Nothing whatever ; they made 
no statement to us. 

313. Did they tell you where they were going; 
where they liad obtained shelter ? — No, they did 



314. Did you happen to know? — No, I did 
not. 

315. Who came out with the constabulary; 
your bailifiP, w’as it? — The special bailiff, and ray- 
self, wi^ two or three of my men, and some 
police. There -^vas a special bailiff appointed to 
obtain possession. 

B 3 ^ 316. There 
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316. There was a warrant, I 3Ui»pose, to some 
one of your own men? — 1: es, I iiad my steward 
uanied as special bailiff. 

317. And the warrant was addressed Ic him 
to take up possession of the houses? — Ves. 

318. Had he occasion to execute tiie warraiits 
by force?— No, they gave uppoesession peaceably. 

319. Aud merely jraked time, Kuvaiiagli says, 
to remove their fuimitiive ? — Oh, thoy removed 
the furniture out of their houses immediately ; 
there was no delay whatever. 

320. And did you remain there till the key was 
given up ? — Yes. 

321. You saw vour bailiff take the key? — 
Yes. 

322. Did you see Kavanagli’s family moving 
away? — Not moving away. I saw them moved 
out of tlie house on to tlie side of the road just. 

323. That was thrust out on the Hide of the 
road? — Yes, put out to give me possesnion. 

324. Did you .see the cradle? — Y’es, 

32.5. And you knew there were little infants 
in it ? — Yes. 

326. You did not remain to sec them proeeed ? 
—No. 

327. As soon as the door was sluit and the 
key given up you went away ? — Yes, I wont 
away. 

328. Do you remember what kind of a day it 
was ? — Yes, a fine day. 

329. The day changed as it wore on, did it 
not? — No, I think uot. As far as 1 recollect, it 
was a fine day all through. At least it was a 
fine day when wc went there, and my impression 
is that it remained fine all day^. 

330. Patrick Kovanayk.'] There was no rain, 
but it was very cold. There was a cold hai-sh 
wind blowing. 

^ 331. Captain L'Estrange, h.m. (to Mr. Kerr.).'\ 
You got some threatening letters, I believe? — 
My workmen got some threatening letters. After 
all ray men had left, my blacksmith, knowing 
how I stood, came on Sunday moniing to help to 
feed the cattle, and he immediately got a 
threatening letter for attempting to do so.* The 
men I brought from Scotland also got threatcu- 



3.32. Mr. Mi:Inr.rnni,n.\,.'\ . 

cvu,lmii«, l:i..mgliV-iro, Sir, before 
toms. 

:i33. Mr. /W.,] Hail you brought.,,, 
labuunno; men from Sootlaml before Sie „ 
tions?— Yc.<, I iiad. ‘-■ 



334. To lake the place of these men?— Y^, t 
must carry on tilings somehow, surely. ' 

335. Ami are living in those cottages, now 
No, they arc uot. 

336. You give them accommodation iliw 
in the farmyard, I siipi)ose?-In the W 
yard. 

337. As to the huts, Mr. Kerr, were you pti- 
sent when tlicy came as described by CapL 
LTCstrangc ? — No, I was not. 

338. Had yon any cominuiiication witk Cap- 
tain L’Estrange as to the position in which it wL 
intended to place these huts at first?— Noae 
whatever. 



33U. You <Hd not inform him that you esa- 
rtidcrcrl find, they were there for the purpoM of 
intimidathin ? — 1 <li(l not. 

340. Had you any feeling in the matter your- 
self? — 1 knew that the huts were coming dotni, 
and that it was for the purpose of intiimdi- 
tion, and that they were to he erected oppositemj 
gate. 



341. But you did. not object to that by wotl, 
or by letter ' — Not that I remember. 

.342. In what jioaition do you stand with yom 
labourors now? — A number of the men returned 



to their windc. 



343. And any of them to theii’ cotti^es?- 
Y'es. 

344. But Kavamvgh did not return ?—h’o, lie 
did uot. 

345. Would you take him back if he vis 
willing to como? — I would not; I liave as man? 
as i require. 

346. Is it because you considered him w 
bo a ringleader in the strike ? — I have as 
uieii ns I require, aud I would not take m 
back. 



Patrick Kavanagxi; Examined by Mr. Bom he. 



S47. What explaiiution do you give me now 349. What day was it that the doctor »m: 
as to not hating obtained a certMeate from Dr. from your liouse to Mr. Kerr’s ?— On the Thm; 
haunderson to say that your children were ill, day hefore I was evicted. I thought it wm .1 
and that it would be injurious to remove them ? settled between them. , 

0.1 >>'■■>• .350. Caiitain L’Estrange.] In my evident 1 

348 But why didn’t yon?-l did not under- did not mention that the day the decret a 

stand that It was ncoessary, and nobody told ni^ iiossessioii was given; in the c»m‘ I 

to get It rhe doctor visited them on tlie Thiirs- kavanagli had he anything to say why a do» 
day without my asking him, and he went from should not tasne, and ho replied, 
h^^M ir >‘8 l>ad called children have the measles.” 

* i, * '""“M be all Mr. Kerr, and said, “ Will you put this mu* 

nght, but on the luesday following I was put ifhis children are ill ?” and he said, cerl>») 

not, if there is a doctxir’s certificate. 

Sub-Inspector John Caulfield ; Examined by Mr. Bourke. 

351. Yon are Sub-Inspector of the district?— from the coroner to the effect that he 
Dfil* f ^ sire to hold an inquest ? — Yes, I have 

Mr C-iuIfip16 ^ ^ questions, liere. „ 

■ifter £ deaJh 'll,* fi ““bjeot of this inquest 352. Kindly read it, please ?-He s. 

Mav Too w a*' ‘be 29th of I send yon a copy of , , 

May. You recerved some intimation, I believe. 363. Give the date ; read the enl 
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24 July 1882.] 



Sub-Inspeetoi* Caulfield. 



l^Coutinmd. 



PMlpstown 12th June 1882. the 13th .luiie that letter from the coroner?- 
ly Yes; ami I answered it at once by tele«ram, 
“ me on the bth lUst. 1 expected to have heard telling him the circumatauces * 



362. Telling Mm what?— Telling him the eir- 

cnmstaiicea of tlie death of the child. My tele- 
gram was to the effect that it tyas a weakly child 
troin tts infancy, and that it died from bronchitis 
after measles. 

863. That was your telegram ?— Yes, and I 
added that the doctor was in constant attendance 



from you before this. I am of opinion that if 
« you have received such a statement from 
» ICaranagh, he should not be refused the legal 
*• ri<^hi ofhaving the death of his child inquii-ed 
“ into, as he alleges there ai'e suspicious civcuiu- 
“ stances connected Nvith the matter which can 
*• be deposed to at an imiuest. I have also 

“received a declaration, the copy of which I on it, and that I did not believ^the^rwaTTny 
‘•semi you. bhoiiM 1 not hear from you on necessity for an inquest. I did not hear from 
“ Wednesday morning 1 will be at Rhode at him again on the subject. 

“12 o’clock on same day, Wednesday. I am, 364. Did the coroner’ attend on the Uth?— 
“ Sir. voiir obedient servant, JVm. A. Gowing." Yes. 

354. ‘That is the following day?— Yes. The 365. And what took place then’— When 1 
coiiy of report received by me with that letter is did not heai- from him 1 then wrote the uau.al 
follows:-" Wm. A. Gowmrr. Esq.. OomnRv. nr.t.5o. In < 1 .. 



as'f'ollows: — “ Wm. A. Gowing, Esq., Coroner, 
“ King’s County. Sir,. — On yesterday, 3rd June, 
“ I served copies of the following notices on the 
“Sub-Inspector, R. I. C., Edenderry, and on 
“ the constable in charge of the Royal Irish 
'• Constabulary, Rhode. Should they neglect or 
“refuse to send them forward, I charge you to 
““ive the matter your immediate attention, or, 
“in the event of your refusing, I will report to 
- the Chief Secretary for Ireland and have the 
“ matter brought before the House of Commons. 
•’I enclose a solemn declaration, made before 
“ Captain Dames, j.p., and also a list of the 
“ persons I wish to bring forwai'd as witnesses 
'•at the investigation. Patrick (liis x mai-k) 
“ Kavanagh." And the copy notice is this : 
“Report immediately the death of Edward 
” Kavanagli to the coroner of this district, as 
“there are suspicious circumstances connected 
“ mth the death of this child wliich require strict 
“ investigation, and will be deposed to at the in- 
‘‘.]uest. I will give a return of the witnesses’ 
“ names I will produce for examination.” And 
\ j copy of the declaration is as follows : 



notice in the evening, 

requiring more time, stating that I had not 
sufficient time to have the proper number of 
duly qualified jurors in attendance. I wrote 
tliat on his precept- 

366. Oh ! he had sent you a precept with his 
letter nf the 12th? — Yes. 



367. Directing you to summon a jury ? — Yes. 

368. And you telegraphed to him that you 
considered no inquest was necessary under the 
circumstances, but you took no steps then to 
summon a jury ? — No, not having heard from 
him again. He says in his letter, " Should 1 
“ not hear from you on Wednesday morning, I 
“ will be at Rhode at 12 o’clock on same day, 
“ Wednesday.” 

369. And he did hear fro;i! you by telegraph ? 
—Yes. I sent my telegram in the way there 
would be no mistake to the adjoining station, and 
a constable delivered it to him. 

370. The coroner did attend theu, on Wed- 
nesday, the 14th? — Yes. 

371. Ami dM you hand him then the espla- 



Patrick Kavanagh, of Clonin, do solemnly reference to your not having had 

‘■and sincerely declare that there are suspicious ‘T® \ assemble a jury?— The constable m 
“ xi. . . 1 . charge there did. 



‘^‘^cou>8tances connected with the death of my 
chuJ, Edward Kavanagh, which render an. 
^ e^umation of the body present. Patrick 
• tus X mark) Kavanagh. Made and sworn 
^ before me this 3rd day of June 1882, T. L. 
ames, j.p.” Then this is the copy names of 
eeses : “Peter Brennan, Coolcor ; Mary 



372. But it was the notice you yourself had 
drawn up ? — Yes. 

373. Saying that you had not had time ? — 
Yes. 

374. Supposing that you bad thought it 
necessary to act upon that, I presume you would 



Brennan, Coolcor; Anthony Brennan, Coolcor; ¥/ l'"”® ’f® together ?- 

Asrto R..O.. i-. .1 4 , .-. ’ _ 1 won n ha.tl trcpat /lifhAnlfw in CTof.fnntr 



Kane Brennan, Coolcor; John Gorman, Cool- great difficulty in getting 

^ fr : Richard Regan, Leitrim ; and Edward 
Sineeran.” 



rn^t’ fbat letter from the coroner 

B wl,td.j-?_The day after it bears date. 

S- W i of June?— Yes. 

previously received any letter 



jurors in the neighbom*hood whom I would have 
considered properly qualified. 

375. Then, on the arrival of the coroner on the 
Wednesday, what took place? — I was not there. 

376. What next did you hear about it ? — The 



w notice with regard to this death ? I had • report from the constable at Rhode. 

“10 himself. ’ 377. What was the report made 1 



o — I’t.’ tuc uuuseu. » . f » utiii wtto wic report made to you ?— He 

^ ffid he serve you with a copy of this reported to me that the coroner said he would 

uA ®,T j“8t read ? — Yes. with n letter simi- issue no further precept, but that he would lay 

the matter before the Chief Secretary. 



Mo te* its date ?— Yes. 

. .-‘-'id you ao.t iiTinn o -xt. 



378. Did he hold an inquest ? — No, he did not; 
and I never heard anything about it since but 
that. 

37 9. There was an inquest on the other child ? 
Yes. 

380. But you never heard anything more 
about that, than that the coroner was annoyed 
at not having his precept obeyed, and that he 
B 4 threatened 
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— upon that notice? — No, I 
inquiry. I had made very 
the death 

•■ 8890 H ffir w V® ^ think there was any 

^ bad al«A coroner on the subject. 

361 Th- L 

34 J IS aving been your frame, you got on 




threatenetl to bring, the matter before the 
Oovf'riinient ?“~ThEt is &I1- 

381. ^,'ow ive reill goon 

you please; the inquest on the clulS uho died 

on tlie 23rd June?— Yes. . 

382. Did you veceiye a precept in that case. 
—I did. I received it on Sunday morning ana 
at once acted on it. 

383. Friday was the 23rd, and you recened 
the intimation on the 25th^? Yes. 

384. And there was an inquest held . i es. 

385. Y'ou had the jury ready ?— Yes, a very 
respectable jury. There were a great many ot 
them challenged, which I doubt is legal m the 
case of a coronei’’s inquiry. , , , ivr r> i 

386. When was the inquest held, Mi\ Caul- 
field? It was held on Tuesday, the 2/th ot 



«iunc. , j 7 i* 

387. But you had only one clear day s notice 

then also?— No, I got the precept early on 
Sunday morning 

388. Sunday does not count you know. 
That unfortunately is not always the case in the 
Eoyal Irish Constabulary. I had made arrange- 
ments on the Sunday for having the jurors served 
on Monday. I may say I had two dear days 
notice on that occasion. 

389 Then the inquest was held on the 27th 
—Yes. 

390. With reference to the first inquest, it 
would have been necessary, of coui-se, to have 
exhumed the body 1 — It would. 

391. The child died upon the 29th of May, 
and the inquest was only proposed to be held ou 
the 7th of June ; that would he upon the tenth 
day .after death?— Y’es. 

392. The earliest period at which it was pro- 
posed to hold it was 10 days after the child’s 
death? — Yes. 

393. Xow, Mr. Caulfield, if you have anything 
to say irilh reference to the huts, you may ? 
— When these mtn struck work, Hoisey the 
smith, “ Sandy ” Hoisey he is called, kno.wing 
that the gentleman he worked for would be very 
much put about, went up to help him at the 
horses, and he got immediately aiterwavds this 
letter: “ Sandy Hoisey ,~If you be a blaclc- 
“ smith you will mind your own business, or if 

not, you will he called too the next time.” 

394. ' I don’t quite see the relevancy of tliis to 
my present inquiry; though ? — Only to show the 
threats and the intimidation. 

395. But I am not here to inquire as to that, 

all I am to inquire into are the circumstances 
connected with these three events or things ; the 
death of these poor little children, theinterference 
to prevent the erection of huts, and the coroner’s 
inquest ? — Then here is another letter to a Scotch 
labourer 

396. I beg your pardon, but I don’t see wbat 
the object of reading these letters here is ; they 
were all in due course reported to the authoiities 
I assume ? 

397. Captain VEsirange, e.m.] But they 
strengthened the necessity for my stopping the 
erection of the huts. 



398. Mr. Bourhe.'] I understand rather that 
the necessity for stopping the erection of the huts 
was caused by the very threatening position ther 
assumed, right opposite the gate of themaowhoie 
property and freedom of action were interfered 
with. 

399. Captain LEstram/e.'] Coupled with the 
fact that these threatening letters were flyinr 
about, and that the country was in an uasettlel 



state. 

400. Mr. Bourhe.'] I am quite cognisant of tin 
fact that there were tlireatening letters being sent, 
and that the district w£is in a very unsettled 
state. I have the official papers in the case be- 
side me. 

401. Captain LEstrange, e.m.J What Lord 
Fitzgerald at a recent trial described as a wave 
of dishonesty spreading over the land. 

402. Siib-Inspeotor Here is a notice 

calling on the labourcra about erecting the huts, 
showing that they were intended as an imimicla. 
tion; it was taken down off a tree just opposite 
the post office. 

403. 'When? — The day before the huts we^i 
hrouglit out: “Labourers ofthe Parish of Rhode. 
“ Come in thousands to Edendeny on 'Monday, 
“at 11 o’clock, with your asses and hol'^e^to 
" draw home the huts to the poor evicted tenants. 
“ God save Ireland. Do not fail to come." I 
had information that they were to he erectedk- 
mediately opposite Mr. Kerr’s gate. In fact tb 
man who gave the laud for the purpose told me 
he had given ground in liis field op^wsite Mr. 
Keiv’s gate for the huts to be erected. 

404. Mr. Bourhe (to Captain LEstruugi}.\ 
I understand that you knew the huts were to be 
erected in that place? — Y’es, and they went to 
that place. 

405. Patrick Kavcaiagh.'] I never asked per- 
mission from any man to put up the huts, excef. 
from the man on -whose ground it is at present. 

406. Sub-Inspector CutilJieM.] Ground wii 
given for the purpose I know, opposite Mr. 



Kerr’s gate. _ 

407. Mr. Bourhe (to Sub-Inspectpr Cmlpm 
Is there anything else you would like to say . 
No. Of course there is no occasion of repearj; 
what took place in the courthouse about tiif 
certificate ; I think that is plain enough. 

408. Yes?— What really did take place 

tliat tlie magistrates hearing that there 
ease in the place appealed to Mr. •. 

what he would say, and he replied that g 
evidence from a doctor that there 
endangering the removal he would a 
familv to continue. . .w 

409. Sub-Inspector CauIJield^ Certaml. - 

is what took place. ' . , , . -r.«. 

410. Mr. Mclnerney, n.L.] And 

nagh says is that afterwards Di. 
visited his children on a n-pni w 

Kerr himself, that after seeing \ 

Mr. Kerr’s house dhect, and that he jiptivcffi 
thought the matter was then settle 
them. 
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Constable John Hyland; Examined by Mr. Bourhe. 



411. You are a Constable in the Royal Irish 

Constabulary?— Yes. 

412. You heard shortly after Kavanagh’s first 



child ied of the death ? — Yes, on the day of his present. 



432. Then, were you present when the coroner 
came on the Wednesday ? — Yes. 

433. Mr. Caulfield was away? — He was not 



413. That is on the 29th May ? — Yes. 



434. "What took place between you and the 
coroner? — I had a communication from Mr. 



414. Did you go to^ where he was?— No; I Caulfield previous to the coroner’s comincr, and 



met Kavanagh in the village of Rhode. 

415. You met Kavanagh in Rhode ? — Yea. 



when he came I handed him back the pi^cept, 
with a memorandum upon it that the time was 



416. And had you any conversation with him? too short for serving the notices for jurors. 



417, Whatwasit? — I asked him if he had the that? — Yes. 



435. Did the coroner make any observation to 



doctor to his child pi-evious to its death, and he 436. He appeared vexed, I suppose P—Y’es ; 



said he had; that it was attended regularly by he made the statement that appeared in the 



the doctor, and that he expected its death, He 
also mentioned that it was a twin child, and de- 
licate from its birth. 



“Freeman’s Journal” afterwards. 

437. I don’t know -what appeared in the 
“ Freeman’s Journal” ; but did he say anything 



418.- Patrick KavanagliJ] I never said such a to you?— Yea; he asked me if I knew whether 
thing. I said it was delicate from the time it any jurors had been summoned, and I said there 



took the measles. 



had not. Then he asked me if I was aware 



419. Constable Hyland.1 He also said that he whether any effort had been made to summon a 
thought its brother would not live either. jury, and I said not I had instructions, alone 

.tort ?. i n t ,i;j xU- 



420. Patrick Kavanagh.'] Certainly, I did say with the notice, to say that the coroner could 



421. Constable Hyland.'] He made no corn- 



issue a second precept, but when I mentioned 
this, Mr. Gowing said he would not do so, but 



plrints on that day to me, nor stated that he that he would report the matter to the Govern- 



wished to have an inquest. 

422. Patrick Kavanagh.] No, but when I 



ment. 

438. Is there anything else you wish to say, 



went to make a complaint to you, you refused to constable; were you present when these huts 



report it to the coroner. 

423. Constable Hyland.] Y’es, that was after 
the child had been buried. 



were brought up to Mr. Kerr’s gate? — Yes. 

439. And did the people show a disposition to 
erect the huts on ground opposite Mr. Kerr’s 



424. Mr. Bourhe (to Constable Hyland')!] He gate ? — They did. 

said nothing to you on that day as to an inquest ; 440, And then Mr. L’Estrange instructed you 

when did he serve you with a notice, or make not to permit it?— He told Mr. Caulfield, who 

application to you with reference to an inquest? was there. 

— It was on the 3rd of June. Then Kava- 441, Captaiu VEstrange!] I was obliged to 
nagh came to deliver the notice to me directing arrest one or two of the people on that very 
me to report the death of his child to the coroner, occasion ; they were so disorderly, 
as tliere were suspicious circumstances connected 442. Mr. Bourke.] At Kerr’s gate, Captain? — 

with its death requiring investigation. 443. Captain L' Estrange.] Yes; exactly op- 

425, Did he state what those suspicious cir- posite Mr, Kerr’s gate, in front of his demesne, 

cumstances were? — No, he did not. It might have been a hundred yards or so ou 



426. "Well, what did you say? — I told him either side of the gate, 
that I would not report to the coroner. I had 444. Patrick Kavanagh.] It was stopped op- 
made inquiries of tlie doctor before that, and I posite Mr. Meredith’s gate, a good deal below 
made further inquii-y after getting the notice. Kerr’s. 



made further inquii-y after getting the notice. Kerr’s. 

427. First, I want to know your grouud for 445. Mi*. Bourke.] I understand Captain 
retusiDg to act upon Kavanagh’s notice ; it was L’Estrange to say that it was opposite Mr. 
that you had commnnif'.ntrtd m-rtwirtnalT. wJtTi +1 ia T^Avr’a crofA +.Iinf +tiAir wArA Atrtnnpd- n.nfl t.hn.t, it 



mat you had communicated pi*eviously with the Kerr’s gate that they were stopped, and that it 
V ^ understand you to say was there the people evinced a disposition to 

sir; but 1 did not intend to report erect the huts. 



to the coroner until I reported to my sub- 
^pector, under the circumstance of my speak- 

m[TtnTrr.T,« L ,1 -1 Jr 



446. Captain L'Estrange.] It may not have 
been just immediately opposite the gate, but it 



to Kavanagh on the day the child died, and was within full view of the house at all events. 



v; . . — LUC uiiy Lii« uuuu uieu, auu 

statement then, and my belief that there was 
requiring investigation. 



447. Mr. Bourke (to Kavanagh).] And where 
do you say it was ? — We were going on past 



^8. And therefore it was that you refused to Mr. Kerr’s land altogether, when we were 



act on the notice ?— Yes, ^ 

ceiv^^' reported the fact of having 



stopped and would not be let go any further. 
448. Mr. David A’err.] It is exactly opposite 



— Y Caulfield, your sub-inspector ? the house that he was dispossessed ot that the 

and received instructions from him. procession stopped. 



4'5n A 1 ^ mm. sujppcu. 

Mr. Caulfield instructed you to take 449. Patrick Kavanagh.] But we were going 
it nT ^ consider on when we were stopped. 

to communicate with the coroner. 450. Mr. Bourke (to Kavanagh).] Where were 
r ' you any fui-tlier communication with you going to put them up? — We did not want 
or anybody on his behalf, before the to put them up any place till we had liberty. 



^^ybody on his behalf, before the to put them up any place till we had liberty. 
«otonercame?— No. 451. Had you any place in your mind ?-Y"es. 
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Constable Hyuand. 



Mr. Ennis’ land ; the place where they are now, 
and that is just down a bit from where we were 
stopped. 

452. Mr. Bourke (to Constable Hi/laiid).\ 
Were those carts in motion and stopped by the 
poJice? — Yes, they were; it was I who stopped 
the first cart. 

453. Where was it now?— Within a perch or 
so of Mr. Meredith’s gate. 

454. They were moving on? — Yea. 

455. And did you ask them, or did you know 
where they were facing to? — No, sir. I was 
directed by Head Constable Macken to stop liic 
front cart, and get the names of the persons -wlio 
owned the carts all along the line. 

456. And you stopped the procession for tliat 
purpose ? — Yes. 

457. And did you go down from one cart to 
another to find who they belonged to ? — Yes. 

458. Taking the names down? — Yes. 

45U. Then, what act did yon perform by way 
of turning them back? — I did not turn them 
back at all. 

460. Or anybody ? — I am not aware, sir. The 
Head Constable, Mr. Caulfield, and Captain 
L’Estrange, were down partly in front of tlic 
carts, and I came back again after getting the 
names of the drivers. 

461- And what did you see the carts and their 
drivers do? — There were three ai-rests made there. 

462. By you?— No, by some of the men of 
the company. 

463. They were arrested for breaches of the 
law I understand; not having names on their 
carte, and driving while under age. 

464. Captain X’Ajtrawge.] No; in these eases 
the ])roceeding was by summons. The three 
men were arrested for misconduct. 

465. Mr. (to Constable Hylnnd)i] Did 

you see the men arrested?— Yes. 

466. But you did not take pai-t in it? No. 

467. What took place then, wlien the men 
were arrested ? — The men moved down iu front 
of Mrs. MacNamee’s house, and deposited tlie 
Land League huts there. 

468. Was that in the same direction they had 
been going in, or had they to face about?~No; 
it is on further, just. 

469. Mr. Bouike (to Kavauagh).'] Were vou 
there? — Yes, in the first cart. 

470. Were you asked where you were goino: 
to erect the hut ?-No, air ; I was stopped, and 1 
asked, would I not be allowed to bring home the 
horse to Mr. Ennis from whom I got him, and 
they said not. 

47L Who ,vere " they '7— The police. Then 
these two men were arrested. 

Thomas O’Brien and Mr. 

U ohaughnessev. 



475. Coiilaiii VEstraiige.] I aneslej 4 ™ 
men, O Bricn aiul the two O’Shaughnesssv, 



,476. Mr. liourke.] Upon what W?Cpo, 
imscomluct ; being members of a disorderlv Z 
riotoita mob. 

477. The mob bringing those luits?— Yes- I 
ai-rcstcd tlieni on thiit sworn information {handed 

lu) One of the O bhiuighnesscyssentforinethat 

nigJit, said he was extremely sorry for hismij. 
conduct, .and I let him out on his own recogni 
zunec. The otlu^r was going to do the 8ame.l)ut 
1 saw Una U Bricn wink to him not to, anO 
they elected to go to gaol and stay there for 
two or lliree months, which certainly did me no 
hunii. 

478. Why did you fix upon O’Brien ? -From 
inforiiiatioii X received from the constabulary. 

,479. To the edcct that the things belonged to 
him, or were consigned to him ?— No. Young 
O’Brien said they belonged to him, but that 
made no dillerencc to me; they were the ring- 
leaders. The informalioii I took from Con- 
stable Macken was that they were “thering- 
“ Icuilora of a largo mmibcr of people with carta 
“ this (lay currying materials for Ladies’ Land 
“ League liuts, which they brought from the 
“ Bdeiidcrry Railway Station. They were 
“arrested wlien parading opposite the house of 
“ Mr. David Kerr, of Cloniii, who has had to 
“ eject some of his labourers, owing to their 
“ liaviiig rcfu.scd to work for him. I believe tWs 
“ was done to intimidate the workmen from Scot- 

land now in Ids employment; also their em- 
“ ploycr, Mr. David Kerr. Thomas O’Brien 
“ stated that the materials belonged to him, and 
“ that lie was executing tlic decrees of Parlia- 
“ mout.” I suppose Captain Moonlight’s Pa> 
liament. 

480. Sub-Inaj)CCtor Caulfield.'] My informa- 
tion was most positive, that the field was given 
exactly opposite to Mr. Kerr’s, and that the huts 
were to be erected in that field, opposite Ah. 
Kerr’s gate. 



481. Mr. i?(?ar/(e.] One of these informations 
is to this effect: “1 have information tlintitis 

S iroposcd to erect some Ladies’ Land League 
luts in the neighbourhood of Rhode, in this 



out that night, having had the good sense^to 
recognizances to he of good 

474. Mr. BouTke (to Kavanagh).] Were the 
men who were arrested driving cartr?— No- 
they came to Edenderry with the huts. ’ 



huts in the neighbourhood of Rhode, in this 
county”; that docs not state that the site was 
exactly ojipositc Mr. Kerr’s gate, or even oj^o- 
site hie lands ? 

482. Captain L’ Estrange.] That is a short in- 
formation I took to be enabled to act; I knew 
what was coining. But when I heard of the first 
child’s dcatli, knowing the character of the 
coroner here, I took the precaution of getting 
that sworn information from this constable 
(Hyland). 

483. Mr. Jiourhe {after reading the i'^ormaim 
in gaestwn).] The constable says that Kavanagh 
told him the child was a twin and delicate nM 
his birth; and Kavanagh is of opinion that what 
he said was that the child had been debate M 
the time of its death, after the measles the dis- 
pute or difference is one that might easily have 
occurred between two men- 
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24 June 1882. 



Edward Sheeran; Examined by Mr. Bourke. 



"484. You are a labouring man ? — Yes. 

485. And you came here at tlic request of 
Kavaa^b?— Yes, sir. 

486. Mr. Mclnernetj, B.L.] Do you know auy- 
thina" about this cbild, except what happened in 
court the day the decree for possession of Kava- 
nj^L’s cottage was given ?— No. 

487. That is all you know about the matter iu 
h ^Titl ?— That is all. 



488. Mr. Bourke."] Did you think it was said 
tliat Kavanagh was told to get a doctor’s certi- 
ficate ?— No, sir ; he was not told. 

48y. But you believe that people were saying 
he was told ? — No, sir, he never was told. ° 
_ 490. Aud you came here to say that you be- 
lieved he never was told that? — Yes, sir. 

491. And there is nothing else you have to 
say ? — Nothing else, sir. 



John Heeney; Examined by Mr. Bourke. 



492. You say the same ; that you never knew 
that Kavanagh was told to get a doctor’s certi- 
ficate? — No, he was not told that. 

492. " And that is what you came here to give 
evidence upon ? — Yes. 

493. CzjitsXn L' Estrange.] We have not had 
it explained how this man, speaking to the con- 



stable the clay after his child’s death, knew 
nothing about the alleged “suspicious circum- 
stances ” he subsequently wished to have in- 
quired into. 

494. Mr. Bourke.] That, counsel informs me, 
is the printed form of declaration usual iu all 
cases. 



This closed the Proceedings. 



[ 341. 
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THE KHODE INaUESTS INQUIRY. 



COPY of Repoht by Mr. Richard Sourke, 
Inspector of the Local Government Boa^d, 
of the Result of his Inquiry into the Circum- 
stances connected with the Deaths of Two 
Children named E-AVanagh, whose Parents 
lived at Rhodes in the JLings County, together 
with the Minutes of Evidence taken at the 
IxQUIHV. 



{Mr. Trevelyan.'') 



Ordered, hy The House of Commons, io be Printed, 

7 August 1882. 
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